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Dear Harold, 

Good to hear from you. I apologize for your wait at the courthouse 
for my call, but I was at another lawer’s office most of that Briday, 
and did not receive your message until I contacted my answering service 
the following Monday. | 

Your allusion to "sinister- forces" of General Haig eluded me — that 
is, if it referred to our favorite subject matter. 

Two recent books have made fascinating reading. One is self -admitted 
fiction. The Star-Spangled Contract , a novel by the big green jolly giant 
of New Orleans. The second book is from a New Orleanean author, entitled 
Betrayed. I am very anxious to get your opinion of the latter, as it 
might be fiction too. However, I perceive a linkage between the author 
and one of Garrison's favorite game, Gordon Novel. You might get this 
impression when you read the list of characters in the bais^, some of 
which are identified by real names, and others by code names. 

I am keeping an open mind, but it may turn out to be another 
fictional non-novel, such as MacDonald’s book. Betrayed does give_ 
a believable rationale as to what happened, and to explain the split 
forces of the company, etc. On the other hand, it contained some 
irrational fantasies, some of which might have been encouraged by 
Garrison or some of his die-hard defenders of the Shaw trial. For 
instance, the author states the alleged conversation between D haw, 
the Leon Oswald character , and Ferrie was staged at the party so _ 
that the kid from Baton Rouge would hear it, and so his subconscious 
would pick it up so it could later be elicited by hypnosis. 

An absurd thesis to begin with, but to imagine that Ferrie, D haw 
and Leon would even contemplate creating evidence of conspiracy that 
could later be uncovered staggers the most naive imagination. 

p 

I do not want to get in the Livingston controversy. As _ two . attorneys 
living in a small place like Memphis, Bob and I have to maintain a _ 
modus vivendi . Personally, I like Bob. I think he is naive about politics, | 
and I share your evaluation of his perception of the more subtle issues 
of the Ray case. 



However, I do not recall any public statement he made, stating Ray 
was guilty. I know in private, he, Fenstewald and I have all expressed 
doubts in our darker moments, but for public posture, we have all 
said publicly we feel Ray was framed. I still do feel Ray was framed, 
and so expressed this view to a researcher from Playboy , I nc . Bhe and 
the author so distorted what I told her, that I may have to go to court 
as I have threatened legal action if Playboy does not retract the 
statement by McKinf*y that ”1 spread" accounts of the purported advanced 
SCLC security guard/ Me Kinnley never talked to me, and the researcher 
never brought the subject up. I have never "spread" that account, but 
merely quoted one time that a source is willing to contend so. ihat 
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was w four years ago. It was published one time in a magazine which 
hardly had. any mass circulation. Since then, I have refused to comment 
on the incident, especially after I received several inquiries earlier 
this year. 

As far as the Nashville civil counsel, no one seems to know. 

I have not talked to Richard Ryan for some time, but I did speak 
to his son, who graduated from law school with me. His son said his 
bad does not know who the Nashville counsel is, and that his dad is 
not engaged in t hat aspect of the civil litigation— that is, the 
the suit againstj^gggggp^c 1 'ime . VHb, for reviews of MacMillian's 
book. 



As far as the -Pacific News story, I would rather not get into 
it. For the paltry amount dSIreceived for writing for Pacific News, I 
assure. you I would not have compromised my integrity and reputation for . * 
credibility by fabricating quotes f<**£ Ray. Ninety per cent of what was 
in the story was glfianed from the first interview with Ray. The remainder 
was from the third interview with Ray in June 1975. 

As far as. any settlement Ray claims he >> ^MMB)i>a8mi Pacific News, 
don't believe it. Pacific News has wanted me to write subsequent stories, 
but Instead, I have declined and recommended another Memphis writer, 

■^eter Morse, who is a free-lance writer, and a non-lawyer. I told Pacific 
News I would be glad to help them with background information, and 
I ..recently assisted both Pacific News and Morse, who informs me, he 
talked. to you by phone recently. Pete Morse, incidently, is^Spseudonymn, 
as he is well-known in. Memphis j our na li st.ijp circles, and the editor of 
a trade publication which flourishes M3K advertising from outstanding 
businessman. 

Pacific News editors were confused at Ray's letter (he sent them a 
carbon copy of. a letter he wrote me, objecting to the story) as he seemed 
to challenge minor facts in the story such as the exact language of 
certain quotes, but never challenging or contradicting the substance of 
the story--namely , that Ray had once told me that either someone in King's 
camp. or someone in the Justice Department was involved in the conpsiracy 
to kill King, because of his traveling orders received on March 28, and" 
because of the explicit instructions, to leave for Memphis from 
irmingham on that date, drive not more than three or four hours a day, 
and not to get to Merrphis until the 4th of April. 

As. far as I am concerned, I am closing my file on the case. 

Any writing project on the subject is on my back burner, flMBl but I do 
someday, intend to write a book on the subject. I trust time will give 
me a less hazy perspective, and perhaps a solution. 

1 admire your perception, tenacity, guts and prodigious energy 
you have displayed, in regard to the Kennedy as well as the King case. 
However, history seems to be working at cross -purposes with both you 
and I. As far.a^Ray, I feel he is as much a 

victim.^ of his^pad judgment, as well as the forces of conspiracy and 
injustice.. I do not believe he is the trigger man, however, I reserve 
the possibility that he mi^it have been a part of the conspiracy. This 
theory, however, is less plausible than the one which I have always 
maintained publicly and the one I really do beli eve--namely, he was a 
fall guy,. whom the conspirators knew lacked the credibility needed 
to effectively tell his story in court. Ray played their hands, by 
his inconsistent statements after he was arrested. 
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On anotb- r matter, I am getting vibrations from other sources 
that something big i & developing in Washington on the Kennedy case 
involving the Cuban connection, despite the puerile statements made 
by Senator Hart of Colorado. (It insults the informed mind to expound 
the Castro thesis--that is, Castro killed Kennedy out of revenge. 

Such a theory is predicated on contradictory presumptions: namely, 
that Castro had no effective intelligence apparatus inside 

the U.S. to gather data on who qA his friends were and who his enemies 
were, but yet had an effective dirty tricks underground in the U.S. 
which could recruit, train and program L e e Harvey Oswald into killing 
Kennedy. One would have to assume Castro was a mad man to have been driven 
by such blind rage to have ordered^pn^ “ennedy ’ s assassination out of 
revenge when he knew Lyndon Johnson would become the next president of 
the U.S. I am sure Castro had access to what happened in the Kennedy 
councils in those MHMBpBr>grim days of October, 1962, when the C u ban 
missile crisi s ooctt, )tj«qjf. It was Lyndon Johnson, along with the joint chiefs 
of staff (and paradoxically, Sen. *'ullbright) who wanted 

to invade Cuba, after a series of premptory, mmgib surgical air strikes.) 

Le me know what is happening. Hope to hear from you soon. 





